Doc Code: AP.PRE.REQ 



PTO/SB/33 (07-09) 
Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number. 



PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 



Docket Number (Optional) 
RKEY-7PC 



1 hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mall 
In an envelope addressed to "Mall Stop AF, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450° [37 CFR 1.8(a)] 


Application Number 
10/644,383 


Filed 

8/19/2003 


nn 


First Named Inventor 






Signature 


Eckerdt, George 








Art Unit 


Examiner 


Typed or printed 

name 


2456 


Bates, Kevin T. 
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PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 



The office action incorrectly asserts that Walker suggests claim features missing from 
Wallace. Walker mentions web servers, but clearly locates these remotely from an asset control 
system. This also means that with no web server co-located with an asset control system, it is 
not possible for these to share an I/O unit, as claimed. 

Walker makes it clear in the following ways that no web server is co-located with an 
asset control system, and therefore, no web server and asset control system can share the 
claimed I/O unit. 



• In Column 3, Lines 28-30, Walker explains that processing module 144 
communicates via a network communication port with a central server that is not 
shown in the Walker drawings and is not co-located with an asset control system. 

• At Column 3, Lines 55-60, Walker explains the retrieval of information via the 
internet or directly from a server that is not co-located with an asset control 
system, because it communicates via a network. 

• At Column 3, Lines 60-68, Walker suggests a programmed computer receiving 
input and exchanging information "with a remotely located server." 

• At Column 4, Lines 28-31, Walker explains that vending machine 100 may be in 
communication with a remote computer, such as a server, which clearly does not 
envision co-location of a web server with an asset control system. 
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• These indications from Walker that any web server is remote from an asset control 
system makes it impossible for the web server and the asset control system to 
share an I/O unit as claimed. 



• Walker's many mentions of web servers consistently suggest that they are not co- 
located with an asset control system, and therefore cannot share an I/O unit with 
an asset control system. 

These mistakes in the interpretation of Walker warrant withdrawal of the final rejection. 
The Wallace reference admittedly is insufficient to reject the claims, and the Walker reference 
does not suggest what the final action asserts. For any question on this, the examiner is invited 
to contact applicant's attorney. 
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